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State v. Workman, Case No. 900103-CA 
Dear Ms. Noonan: 
Pursuant to rule 24(j), Utah Rules of Appellate 
Procedure, I submit the following supplemental authority in 
support of the State's argument in the above case. In Point I. 
B. of the State's brief at page 17, is the assertion that 
"[t]here are no cases in Utah establishing a standard for a trial 
judge's review of the sufficiency of the evidence on a motion to 
arrest judgment." However, in State v. Myers, 606 P.2d 250, 251 
(Utah 1980), the Utah Supreme Court stated the following: 
When there has been a trial by jury, the 
state, as well as the defendant, is entitled 
to the benefit of the findings and the 
verdict of the jury. The trial judge can 
intrude upon the prerogatives of the jury and 
substitute his judgment therefor only if he 
can so rule as a matter of law. 
The concurring opinion of Justice Wilkins states: 
An appellate court, or a trial court, is not 
permitted in a civil or criminal action to 
substitute its judgment for the jury's unless 
the verdict is based on evidence that is so 
inherently improbable that no reasonable mind 
could believe it . . . . 
In short, the legal mechanism of arresting a 
judgment is a firmly entrenched exception to 
the rule of law in a proper case that jurors 
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are the exclusive judges of the credibility 
of the witnesses and the weight of the 
evidence. 
606 P.2d at 253 (footnote omitted, emphasis in original). 
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